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XPAHUTENHA CTOMHOCT HA MPONETHU ®OPMU ®YPAXEH PAX
(PISUM SATIVUML.) C OrnEQ HA CENEKUUATA

Mopaawxka HanpeHosa', Pocuua Togoposa?

1 - HCcTuTyT no dypaxkHuTe KynTypwm, NneseH
2 - OnuTHa cTaHumsa no cosata, MNMaBnnkeHn

Pe3rome

HatideHoea U., P. Todoposa, 2009. XpaHumernHa cmoliHOCM Ha NponemHu ¢opmu
ypaxeH epax (Pisum sativum L.)

Mpoy4eHn ca OCHOBHMTE XPaHUTENHW XapaKTEePUCTMKM 3a OLEeHKa Kad4eCcTBOTO Ha
dypax OT 3eneHa maca Ha nponeTtHu popmu dypaxeH rpax (Pisum sativum L.) B noncku
ONUT — KOHKYPCHO M3NUTBaHe Ha NnuHun, nsseaeH B UOK — MNneseH, pununan MNasnukeHu n
OnuTHa cTaHums no cosata — rp. NaenukeHn, cboteeTHO 2008 1 2009 r. LLiecT nepcnexkTuBHM
NHWK, HOB copT — “Muwen” n cTaHAapTHUA 3a cTpaHaTa copT “lNneBeH 4” ca npnbpanun
B TpW ha3n Ha pa3BuTne — ByToHu3auus, MacoB LibdTex n obpasyBaHe Ha MbIHW OOMHN
6060oBe. OuUeHEHO e Ka4yecTBOTO Ha dhypaxa OT LAno pacTeHue Nno rnokasaTtenure Ha
XMMUYECKNS CbCTaB M €H3MMHATa in vitro cMMnaemMocT Ha CyxoTo BeluecTBo. C Hal-BMCOKO
NPOTEMHOBO CbAbpXKaHue -248,7 g kg™ cyxo BeLLecTBO, HUCKO BNakHUHHO CbabpXaHue u
Hawn-Bucoka cmunaemoct 80,12 % ce oTnMyaBa HOBUAT COPT, cneaBaH ot nNuHuu L5, L4 un
L6, nokato ctangapTtHust copt “lNneBeH 4” 3aema paHr 7. [loTeHunanHaTa npoTeMHoBa
XPaHUTENHOCT, oueHeHa no dpeHckara cuctema (INRA, 1989) kato 06LL cMunaem NpoTemnH
TDP/PBD (Total digestible protein/ Protein brute digestible), PDIN — cmunaem npoTtevH B
TBbHKWUTE YepBa, 3aBucell oT asota u PDIE — cmunaem npoTtenH B TbHKMTE YepBa, 3aBuceL,
OT eHeprusTa, e Hai-Bucoka 3a L5 (paxr 1): PBD/TDP 180; PDIN 142; PDIE 114g kg'v 3a
HoBwus copT “Muwen”: PDIE 114 (cvoTBetcTBawy Ha padr 1); PBD/TDP 173; PDIN 137 g
kg' (paHr 2), cnegsanu ot copT “MNMneBeH 4” u nuHuA L6. C Hal-BMCOKa noTeHumanHa
eHeprumHa xpaHutenHocT ca nuHua L5: UFL 0,938 UFV 0,862; FUM 0,778 FUG 0,704 1
coptbT “Muwen”. MNpu oueHKa Ha apuTMEeTMYHaTa Cyma OT PaHroBeTe MO OCHOBHUTE
nabopaTopHO uscneaBaHn NokKasaTenu Ha KayecTBOTO Ha dpypaxa ce oTnvMyaBa COpTbT
“Muwen”.

KntouoBu aymm: lNMponeteH dypaxeH rpax — XpaHuTenHa CTOMHOCT — [poTeuH —
Cmunaemoct — ®dasu Ha pa3BuTue

Abstract

Naydenova, Y., R. Todorova, 2009. Feeding value of forage pea (Pisum sativum L.)
spring forms.

The general feeding characteristics in forage quality evaluation of green mass from
forage pea (Pisum sativum L.) spring forms in field trial — competitive line testing, carried
out at the Institute of Forage Crops — Pleven, branch Pavlikeni and Field Crop Soya Sta-
tion — Pavlikeni, during 2008 and 2009, respectively, were studied. Six promising lines, the
new variety “Michel” and the national standard variety “Pleven 4” were harvested at the

347



XpaHuUTenHa CTOMHOCT Ha nponeTHu hopmu dypaxeH rpax (Pisum sativum L.)

three vegetative stages - budding, flowering and full pod formation. Forage quality of the
whole pea plant was evaluated by the parameters of chemical composition and enzyme in
vitro digestibility of dry matter. Highest protein content - 248,7 g kg dry matter, low fiber
content and highest digestibility 80,12 % were estimated in the new variety, followed by
L5, L4 and L6 lines, while the standard variety “Pleven 4” ranked seventh. Estimated
protein feeding value, evaluated by the French system (INRA, 1989) as total digestible
protein TDP/PBD (Total digestible protein/ Protein brute digestible), PDIN — digestible pro-
tein (dans l'intestin) dependable on nitrogen and PDIE — digestible protein (dans l'intestin)
dependable on the energy was highest in L5 (rank 1): PBD/TDP 180; PDIN 142; PDIE 114
g kg'and for the new variety “Michel”: PDIE 114 (corresponding to rank 1); PBD/TDP
173; PDIN 137 g kg™ (rank 2), followed by variety “Pleven 4” and L6. The highest esti-
mated energy feeding value was determined in line L5: UFL 0,938 UFV 0,862; FUM 0,778
FUG 0,704 and in variety “Michel”. In the evaluation of the arithmetic rank sum by princi-
pal laboratory-determined forage quality parameters, variety “Michel” was distinguished.

Keywords: Forage pea spring forms — Feeding value — Protein — Digestibility — Veg-
etative stages

yBO[a

MponeTHuTe hopmu Ha PyPaKHWS rpax ca ToNepaHTHN KbM cneungruyHnuTE NoYBEHO-
KNMMaTMYHKW YCIOBUSA Ha cpefdaTta v ca Noaxoadwy 3a BKMYBaHe B cemTb6006pbLLeHMS.
XpaHuTtenHata MM CTOWHOCT € BMCOKA MOpagu BUCOKOTO MM CbAbPXHUE Ha
BMCOKOKA4YeCTBEH MPOTEUH BbB BeretaTMBHaTa maca, BUCOKO HMBO Ha ckopbsana wu
BMaKHWHHN KOMMOHEHTN Ha KMeTbYHUTE CTEHM KaTO eHeprueH M3TOYHMK. ToBa npasu
bypakHUSA rpax yHUKaneH OBONHCTBEH XPaHWUTENEH M3TOYHMK Ha NPOTENH N eHeprus B
XXMBOTHOBBACTBOTO, B YaCTHOCT NPEXMBHOTO XMBOTHOBBLACTBO (Ellwood 1998). dypaxHuaT
rpax ce usaxpaHea KaTo CeHO, CUNax, CeHax unv Aexvapar, CaMmOCTOATENHO UNn B CMeC
CbC 3bPHEHO-XMTHU B CbCTaBa Ha XpaHUTENHW Aax0bu. Y Hac e npoyyeHa xpaHuTenHara
CTOMHOCT Ha 3erneHa Maca 1 curnax oT ypakeH rpax 3a npexvBHMW KaTo € YCTaHOBEHO, Ye
nponeTHMTEe POpPMMN Ca NO-BMCOKO XPaAHWUTENHN U CMUNAEMUN B CPABHEHUE CbC 3UMHUTE B
edviHa v cblua pasa Ha passutue (Kirilov, 2000). Jo61BbLT € BaxeH CenekumoHeH Kputepum
B pacTuTenHara cenekums, Ho KpuTepumTe, CBbP3aHmn C Ka4eCTBOTO Ha chypaxa npugobusar
BCE MO-roNsAMOo 3Ha4YeHune npu cenekumaTa Ha pypaxHute kyntypu (Hymphrey&Theodorou
2001). B bwnrapusa ce Bogu cenekums Ha pypaxeH rpax 3a Cb3gaBaHe Ha COPTOBE,
NoaxoAsiLy 3a OTIEXAaHe NPy pa3nuyHy arpo-knumMaTdHm yenosusi (Muxos m cbTp. 2005;
KeptukoBa n cbTp. 2009). 3Ha4yeHNETO Ha Ka4eCcTBOTO Ha hypaxa KaTo KOMMMeKcHa
KOHLIENUMs B XpaHeHeTO Ha XMBOTHMTe obxsalla 6anaHca Ha xpaHuTenHuTe BeLLecTBa,
NMOHWMXXaBaHe Pa3TBOPUMOCTTa Ha NPOTENHa, NMOBULLEHWE Pa3rpaanMoCTTa Ha BNaKHUHHUTE
KOMMOHEHTN N ONTUMU3MPAHE HaNU4YMeTO Ha BTOPUYHM pacTutenHun metabonutn (Milne
2002). CbAabpKaHMETO HA BNAKHUHHWUTE KOMMOHEHTU Ha PacTUTENHUTE KINETbYHU CTEHW,
onpegenswn eHeprmnHaTa XxpaHuTenHa CTOMHOCT U cMUNaeMocTTa Ha dypaxa y Hac ca
NpoyyYeHn NpPeavMHO MPU MHOTOrOAWLIHU XUTHM U 6060BU TPEBHO-PYPaKHU KynTypu
(Naydenova 2008; Pavlov& Naydenova 2000) n cnabo npu dypaxeH rpax (Naydenova et
al., 2008 a, b).

Llenta Ha nscnefsaHeTo e Aa ce Npoyyu BapupaHeTo B X0A4a Ha BereTaLyoHHUS NpoLiec
Ha NPOTEMHOBUA W BNAaKHWHEH CbCTaB, CMWMAEMOCTTa U Ce OLEHAT noTeHuuanHara
NPOTENHOBA M €HEepruiiHa XpaHuTenHa CTOMHOCT Ha 3efeHa maca OT NEPCNEKTUBHN NINHUN
1 COPTOBE NMpOreTeH hypaxKeH rpax B CpaBHEHWE CbC CTaHAapTHUA 6bnrapcku copt MNneseH
4.

MATEPUAN U METOOU
W3cnensaH e pactuteneH Matepuan oT Lo pacTeHUe NposieTHU opMmn ypaxeH
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rpax (Pisum sativum L.). [poy4eHn ca OCHOBHUTE XPaHUTENMHU XapaKTEPUCTUKUN - XUMUYEH
CbCTaB M €H3UMHaTa in Vitro CMMNaeMocCT Ha CyXOTO BELLECTBO 3a OLieHKa Ka4eCTBOTO Ha
ypaxka B MOMCKN ONUT — KOHKYPCHO U3NUTBaHE Ha NHWUK, B YETUPW MOBTOPEHUs NO MeToaa
Ha ObNAruTe Nnapuenu ¢ ronemmnHa Ha pekonTHaTta napuena 5 m2, npu nocesHa Hopma 120
6pos kbnHsemu cemeHa/m?, nssegeH B NOK — MneseH, dunman Masnukern n OnutHa
CTaHuusi no coaTa — rp. NaenukeHun, cbotBeTHO 2008 1 2009 r. LLlecT nepcnekTBHN NUHNK,
HOB kaHauaat copT — “Muwen” n copt “lNneBeH 4”, ocmumanHo npueT 3a cTaHAapT oT
MACAC, ca npubpaHu B Tpu a3 Ha pa3sButue — OyTOHM3aLMs, MAacoB LbdPTEX U
obpasyBaHe Ha MbNHW AonHW 6060Be. PypaXKHUST rpax € oTrnexaaH CbrnacHo BbanpueTara
TexHonormsa Ha HcTutyTa no dpypaxknute kyntypu, NneseH. OCHOBHUSIT XMWMYECKN CbCTaB:
cypoB npoTteuH/crude protein (CI/CP), cyposu BnakHuHu/crude fiber (CB/CF) ca
onpegenexun no Beernge cuctemara (AOAC 2000), CTPYKTYpHUTE BAKHUHHU KOMMOHEHTK
Ha KNeTbYHUTE CTEHN NO CUCTEMATNYHWA AeTepreHTeH aHanu3 (Goering&Van Soest 1970)
KaTo NPOLEHT OT CyXOTO BelecTBo. EH3nMHaTa cmnnaemocT in vitro Ha CyxoTo 1 OpraHU4HO
BeLlecTtso (CMCB/IVDMD; CmOB/IVOMD) e onpeaeneHa KaTo NpoLEeHT No ABYCTENEeHHWS
nencuH-uenynaseH merog Ha Aufrere (1982). MNoTeHumManHata eHepruiHa XpaHuTenHa
CTOMHOCT € oueHeHa no ®dpeHckata cucrema kato UFL-UFV (INRA 1988), Bb3 ocHoBa Ha
ypaBHeHust 3a 6060BK, cnopen eKcriepumeHTanHuTe CTOMHOCTU Ha CypOBUSI MPOTEWH,
CypoBUTE BMaKHWHW N CMWMNAEMOCTTa Ha OPraHMYHOTO BELLECTBO, NpensvucrieHa no
Bwnrapckata (KEM-KEP/FUM-FUG), KpbMHU egnHuum 3a Mnsako-KpbMHM eanHuum 3a
pacTtex 4ypes koeduuneHTnTe, nokasaHn ot Topopos (1997). KoedununeHTbT Ha
cMunaemMocT Ha opraHnyHoTo Beluectso dMO in vivo e onpegeneH no Andrieu&Demarquilly
(1989) upes 3aBucumocT, non3ealla in vitro cMnMNaeMocTTa Ha OpPraHUYHOTO BELLECTBO,
onpegeneHa ekcnepumeHtanHo. Kato gonbrnHUTENHa CpaBHUTENHA XapakTepucTuka e
OLEeHeHa eHepruiHaTa xpaHuTenHa cTonHocT 4Ypes [latckata cuctema (VEM-VEVI).
MoTteHumanHaTa npoTtenHoBaTa xpaHuTenHa ctonHocT (PDIN=PDIA+PDIMN n
PDIE=PDIA+PDIME) e oueHeHa no ®peHckata cucrema (INRA 1988) upes nokasarenute
TDP/PBD - Total Digestible Protein/Protein Brute Digestible, PDIN, cmvunaem npoteunH B
TbHKUTE YepBa B 3aBMCMMOCT OT a3ota u PDIE — cMunaem npotenH B ThbHKUTE YepBa B
3aBUCKMMOCT OT eHepruaTa. B cpaBHUTENEH aHann3 ka4ecTBOTO Ha dypaxa Mexay nNMHUnTe
n copToBeTe npu TpuTe hasn Ha pasBuUTUE Ca OLEHEHW UHAMBUAYanNHUTE, pedepeHTHN
CTOMHOCTM W CTENEeHTa Ha BapvpaHe Ha nokasaTenuTte crnoped 3HayMMocTTa UM 3a
Ka4yeCTBOTO Ha dpypaxa.

PE3YNTATU N OBCBbXOAHE

C HanpepBaHe Ha BereTauusaTa oT ¢a3a Ha OyToHM3auMsa KbM hasa Ha ubdTex u
¢asa obpasyBaHe Ha NMbnHW AonHWM 6060Be 3a BCUMYKM M3CNEABAHU NIMHUU U COPTOBE
NpOneTHU hOpMM Ha PypPaKeH rpax, CbAbPXKAHNETO HAa CYPOB MPOTENH U CYPOBU BNAKHNHW
nokasea U3BECTHUTE 3a 3bpHEHO-6060BUTE PypakHM KyNTypy TEHAEHLMN Ha U3MEHEHMe
(Pur. 1). CbabpKaHUTO Ha CypoB NPOTENH Ce NOHMXaBa cpeaHo ¢ 9 %-Hu egnHULN, a ToBa
Ha CypOBMTE BMNakHWHW ce yBenunyasa A0 basa Ha ubdTex, cneg Koeto BbLB ¢pasa
obpasyBaHe Ha nMbnHM AonHM 60060Be cnaga OO CTOMHOCT Mno-Hucka cpegHo ¢ 1 %-Ha
eauHuUa ot naxogHara. CbabpXKaHMETO Ha CypoB NPOTEMH B 3eieHaTa Maca BbB (hasa Ha
OyToHu3auua e Bucoko 20-29 % OT CyxoTO BeLeCTBO, KaTo HaM-BMCOKA CTOMHOCT ce
Habnogasa npuy nuHKs L6, a cpegHaTta CTOMHOCT 3a ABe roAauvLiHus nepuog e mexay 18 u
25 %. Hai-Hucko e cbabpXKaHWeTo Ha CypoBUTE BNakHWHW BLB (hada obpasyBaHe Ha MbiHU
aonHu 6o6oBe: 14-19 % OT Cyx0TO BeLecTBO Ha hypaxa. KoednumneHTsT Ha BapupaHe u
3a ABaTta nokasaTernsi Ha OCHOBHMUSA CbCTaB e Mexay 9 n 27 %, koeTo Aoka3ea, Ye Te morat
Aa cnyxaT KaTo CenekuuoHHW kputepun. C Han-BMCOKO CbObpXaHWe Ha NPOTEUH ce
otnnyasa copT “Muwen” - 24,87 % (paHr 1) cbc 17 % No-BUCOKO OT TOBA Ha CTaHOAPTHUA
copt “MNMneBeH 4” 1 c 19 % OT TOBa Ha cpeaHaTa CTOMHOCT 3a BCUYKM M3CMNEeABaHW NTUHUN
1 copToBe, cneasaH ot nuHuK L6 n L4. CtanaaptHuat copt “lMneseH 4” 3aema paHr 4 cbe
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CTOMHOCT Ha CYypOBU1S NPOTEUH MOEHTMYHA C Ta3n Ha NuHus L4. C Han-HUCKO cbabpkaHune
Ha CypOBUW BMNakHWHM Ce OoTnnyaea pypaxHaTa Maca, nonyyeHa ot nuHusa L5, a copt
“Mwuwien” e ¢ paHr 2.

90 — -+ 1,000
80 0,900
70 0,800
60 0,700
0,600

50
0,500

40
0,400
30 0,300
20 0,200
10 0,100
0 0,000

CIVCP; CBn/CF, % DM
CwvCE/ IVDIVD, %

KEMUFL;KEPIUFV, g kg DM

BytoHuzaums / Budding stage
90 — —+ 1,000
80 & 0/0—/4‘*’/@\0\0’/0/‘0 + 0.900
0,800
0,700
0,600
0,500
0,400
0,300
0,200
0,100
0,000

CIVCP; CBn/CF, % DM
CwvCE/ IVDIVD,%

KEMUFL;KEPIUFV, g kg DM

MNneseH 4 Muwen L4 L5 L6 L8 L9 L 10

LisdTex / Flowering stage
1,200

1,000
0,800
0,600

0,400

CIYCP; CBr/CF, % DM
CmCE/ IVDVD, %

0,200

KEWUFL;KEPIUFV, g kg’ DM

0,000

Mnesexn 4 Muwen L4 LS5 L6 L8 L9 L 10

O6pasyBaHe Ha NbnHU gonHu 606oBe / Full pod formation stage
EE CMN/CP [CJCBn mImmCmCB/IVDMD -©o-FUM ——FUG

®durypa 1. OcHoBeH CbCTaB, CMUNAEMOCT U XpaHUTENHa CTOMHOCT
Ha NUHKUK 1 copToBe nponeTteH dypaxeH rpax, KCO 2008-2009 r.
Figure 1. Principal composition, digestibility and feeding value
of forage pea spring forms lines and varieties, competitive variety trial 2008-2009.

CbabpKaHmeTo Ha pakumMmnTe Ha CTPYKTYPHUTE BRAakKHUHHN KOMNOHEHTH (NONno3nan)
Ha KNeTbYHUTE CTEHM Ca NpeacTaBeHy Ha Tabn. 1 n Tabn. 2. 3Ha4MMUAT MM paHr 3a OueHKa
KayecTBOTO Ha dypaxa € MOHMXEHWE CbABbPXKAHMETO Ha BNAKHUHHW KOMMOHEHTU,
onpegenenn kato HOB, KOB, KOJ 1 uenynosa, noBulleHMe CbAbPXAHWETO Ha U3USno
cMuaeMus nonuosna Xxemuuenynosa v noBuLLIEeHWE Ha in vitro cMunaemocTTa Ha dpypaxa
OT XUBOTHUTE.

CTpyKTypHUTE nonuosunam Ha ypaxHute pacteHns cbertaenasat ot 300 go 800 g kg
1(30-80 %) oT cyxoTO BeLLeCTBO Ha dhypaka 1 ca rMaBeH U3TOYHMK Ha XpaHUTeNHa eHeprus
3a npexunBHUTE, KaTto no-manko ot 50 % oT TAX ce cmunaTt u ononsoTBopsaBar
(Fahey&Hussein 1999).
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HeyTpanHo-,quepreHTHMTe BNakHMHN CbCTaBnABaT TOTAJIHOTO CbAbpXaHMe Ha
BNMTAKHUHHHUTE KOMMOHEHTU Ha KNeTb4YHUTE CTEHU OT NUTHUH, Lienyrnosa, Xxemuuenyrnosa un
ca ce Hanoxwunu kato nabopaTtopeH nokasaren 3a npeaBwxgaHe cBOOOAHOTO NoemaHe Ha
dypaxa o1 xkmBoTHUTE. [Mopaau ToBa ca N3BECTEH CENEKLMOHEH KpUTEPUI Npy ypaxHuTe
kyntypu (Casler&Vogel 1999). CrabpxaHuneto Ha HB npu nponetHuTe hopmu chypaxeH
rpax e Hucko — mexay 30 n 39 % oT cyxoTo BelecTBo Ha dypaxa. [loBuweHneTo Ha
cpegHata ctonHoct Ha HOB e ot 31,65 % npe3 dasa Ha OyToHusauusa oo 34,79 % npes
¢asa obpasyBaHe Ha NMbiHM gonHu 606oBe. Han-acHO mM3paseHa TeHAeHUUs Ha
noBulIaBaHe cbabpxaHmeto Ha HOB B xoga Ha BereTauMoHHWUS npouec ce Habnogasa
npy nuHua L9 - ot 30,57 po 38,98 %. MHoro no-cnabo uspaseHa e TeHAeHUMATa npu
ocTaHanute nuHumn un coptose. C Har-HUCKO cbabpxaHue Ha HIB e copt “Muwen” 31,38
% (paHr 1) npu cpeaHa ctomHocT 33,00 %, cneasaH ot nuHunTe L8 n L4 (Tabn. 1).

Ta6nuua 1. CbabpKaHne Ha CTPYKTYPHU BMAKHUHHU KOMMOHEHTW Ha NUHUN
1 copToBe nporneTeH dypaxeH rpax KCO 2008-2009 r.,
1. ®asza 6yToHmzauus; 2. Pasa macoB LUbdTEX;
3. ®a3a obpasyBaHe Ha NbnHM JonHM 6060Be, % Cyxo BELEeCTBO
Table 1. Structural fiber component contents, protein and digestibility of forage pea,
spring forms lines and varieties, competitive variety trial 2008-2009,
1. budding stage; 2. flowering stage; 3. full pod formation stage, % dry matter

JTnHns

Line HOB / NDF KOB / ADF KON / ADL

Copt

Variety |1 [2 [3 [Mean]R] 1 | 2 | 3 [Mean|R| 1 | 2 [ 3 [Mean|R

Pleven4 31,44 32,13 34,38 32,62 5 27,30 25,04 27,83 26,72
Michel 30,00 32,17 31,98 31,38 25,15 23,88 19,40 22,81
L4 31,89 33,32 32,12 32,44 26,64 24,59 18,68 22,97
L5 34,00 32,75 35,18 33,98 25,47 21,44 21,67 22,86
L6 30,37 31,30 35,80 32,49 24,93 25,52 23,11 24,52
L8 31,22 31,43 31,88 31,51 23,55 24,56 23,63 23,91
L9 30,57 35,53 38,98 35,03 27,89 23,12 21,26 24,09 4,58 3,26 3,48 3,77
L10 33,71 32,12 38,00 34,61 25,51 24,22 23,12 24,28 4,00 3,67 3,47 3,71

4,47 4,31 4,38 4,38
4,10 4,07 2,70 3,62
4,20 4,05 290 3,72
4,48 3,17 2,78 3,18
4,29 3,78 3,38 3,82
4,16 4,06 3,10 3,77

NONPROW=
DA NN W=
WO OTN=DBNO®

Mean 31,65 32,59 34,79 33,00 25,80 24,05 22,34 24,02 4,28 3,80 3,27 3,74
Min 30,00 31,30 31,88 31,38 23,55 21,44 18,68 22,81 4,00 3,17 2,70 3,48
Max 34,00 35,53 38,98 35,03 27,89 25,52 27,83 26,72 4,58 4,31 4,38 4,38
SD 1,49 1,36 274 1,38 1,40 1,28 284 1,28 0,21 0,41 0,54 0,33
Ccv 47 42 79 4.2 54 53 12,7 53 48 10,8 16,6 8,7

HAB/NDF — HeytpanHo-aetepreHTHu BnakHuHu/Neutral-detergent fiber;

KOB/ADF — KucunuHHo-getepreHTHU BnakHuHu/Acid-detergent fiber;

KOJ1/ADL — KucenuHHo-geTepreHTeH nurHnH/Acid-detergent lignin; R — Rang

KncennHHo-geTepreHTHMTE BNakHMHW ca pakuusita, cbabpiKalia NUrHUHA U
uenynosarta Ha KrneTbYHUTEe CTEHU U onpedenaT cMunaeMocTTa Ha dypaxa. CpegHoTo
UM cbabpxaHue e ¢ okono 9-10 %-Hu egnHMLUM No-HUCKO OT ToBa Ha HAB u B xoga Ha
BereTauMoHHMSA NpoLec cneasa TeHAeHUMs Ha NoHwkeHue. CpegHarta um cTonHocT e 25,80
Y%-H1 eauHMLM BbB (hasa Ha byToHnsauus, 22,34 % BbB ha3a obpasyBaHe Ha MbITHU OOMHU
6o60oBe. C Hal-HUCKO CbabpXKaHue Ha nurHouenynosa e copt “Muwen” 22,81 % (paHr 1),
npu cpegHa ctorHocT Ha KOB 24,02 %, cnegsaH ot nuHuute L5 n L4 (Tabn. 1).

KucennmHHo-aeTepreHTHUAT NUTHUH Npu NponeTHUTe hopMu ypakeH rpax MMa HUCKN
ctonHoctn mexay 2,70 un 4,58 %, KOeTo € CblLueCcTBeHa npeanocTaBka 3a nonsraHe Ha
cTbOMNOTO Ha rPaxoBoTo pacTeHne. C Hal-HUCKa cpeaHa CTOMHOCT Ha NUrHMHA ce oTnM4aBa
nunHua LS - 3,18 % (paHr 1), cneaBaHa ot copT “Muwen” 3,62 % (paHr 2) npu cpegHa
ctorHocT Ha KOJ1 3a nepuoga 3,74 % (Tabn. 1). 3HauMmocTTa Ha nokasartenuTe 3a
nonuo3vanTe Xemuuenynosa u uenyno3a v TEXHUTE CbAbpXaHUsa Npu XpaHeHeTo Ha
XMBOTHUTE Ce ONpenensT OT CbAbpXaHUATa Ha NabopaTtopHO aHanM3npaHuTe BraKHUHHA
dpakuun: Xemuuenynoda=HAB-KAB; Llenynosa=KAB-KAJ1. XapakTepHo 3a 3eneHata maca
Ha nponeTHuTe opmMn hypaxkeH rpax e, Ye CbOAbPXKAHWETO Ha M3UANo cMUnaemust ot
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XMBOTHUTE NONMO3nA Xemuuenyrnosa € HUCko — oT 4,14 no 17,72 %, a ToBa Ha HEHaMbITHO
cMmnaemara uenynosa Bucoko - ot 15,78 no 23,45 %. Mo 1e3n emnmpuyHO onpeaeneHu
nokasatenu, KakTo U no CTeneHTa Ha NuUrHudukaums Ha rpaxoBuTe pacTeHusa ce
HabrogaBaT CbLUECTBEHU pasnMunsi NPU paHryBaHETO Ha NIMHUNTE U COPTOBETE, Nopaaun
KOETO cMsiTaMe, Ye He MoraT [a CrnyxaT KaTo nokasaTenu 3a cenekumHHa oueHka (Tabn.
2). CteneHTa Ha BapupaHe Ha pakunmTe BNakHUHHU KOMMOHEHTW Ha KNETbYHUTE CTEHN,
3HAYMMK 33 XPaAHEHETO HA XMBOTHUTE € BUCOK, NOpaAM KOETO Te MoraT Aa CcriyXar KaTto
CenekUMOoHHN KpuTepun 3a otbop. Han-Bncok e koednumneHTbT Ha BapupaHe BbB (hasa
obpasyBaHe Ha nbnHu gonHn 6o6ose KAJT CV: 16,6 %; KOB CV: 12,7 %; HAB CV: 7,9%.
CTeneH Ha BapvpaHe B CbObpPXAHWETO Ha CTPYKTYPHUTE BNAKHWHHM KOMMOHEHTU Ha
kneTbyHuUTe cTenn 3a HOB, KOB n KOJ1 cbe CV: mexay 7 u 10 % e HabnogasaHa npu
OCEM YKPaUHCKM COpTa, CUITHO pasnuyaBally ce no xabutyc n obnmcTeHocT nponeTHu
dopmun Ha dbypaxeH rpax; mexay 6 n 28 % 3a nonvosnanTe xemuuenynosa v uernynosa v
9,8 % 3a cteneH Ha nurHndukaumsa (Naydenova et al. 2008 b). CnegoatenHo moxe ga ce
npueme, 4e nabopatopHo onpegeneHvuTe BMakHUHHW ppakuum Morat ga cnyxat Kato
KpUTEPUM NpU CeNeKumnsaTa Ha NponeTeH ypaxeH rpax.

Ta6bnuua 2. CbabpKaHne Ha CTPYKTYPHU BMAKHUHHU KOMMOHEHTW Ha NUHUN
1 copTtoBe nponeTeH dypaxeH rpax KCO 2008-2009 r.,
1. ®asa 6yToHnzauus; 2. Pasa macoB UbdPTEX;
3. ®a3a obpasyBaHe Ha NbnHM JonHM 6060Be, % Cyxo BELEeCTBO
Table 2. Structural fiber component contents, protein and digestibility of forage pea,
spring forms lines and varieties, competitive variety trial 2008-2009,
1.budding stage; 2.flowerin stage; 3. full pod formation stage, % dry matter; R-Rang

TS Xemwuuenynosa Llenynosa Crener Ha

Line . nurHndmrkaumsa
Hemicellulose Cellulose Com

Copt Degree of lignification

Variety | 1] 2 | 3 [Mean|Rl 1 [ 2 | 3 [Mean|Rl 1 | 2 | 3 [Mean|R

Pleven4 4,14 7,09 6,55 5,93 8 22,83 20,73 23,4522,34 8 14,2 13,4 12,7 134
Michel 4,85 7,13 10,98 7,65 6 21,05 19,81 16,70 19,192 13,7 12,6 84 11,6
L4 6,25 8,73 13,44 9,47 4 21,44 20,54 15,78 19,254 13,2 122 89 114
L5 8,53 8,16 13,51 10,07 3 21,00 18,28 18,89 19,39 7 13,2 10,0 7,9 104
L6 5,44 578 12,69 7,97 5 20,64 21,7419,7320,706 14,1 12,0 9,4 11,8
L8 7,67 591 828 7,28 719,39 20,50 20,53 20,14 3 13,3 13,0 9,7 12,0
L9 5,6410,8917,72 11,421 23,31 19,8617,7820,325 150 92 99 11,0
L10 8,20 7,90 14,88 10,38 2 21,51 20,55 19,65 20,571 11,9 11,5 9,1 10,8

NWNO =D 010

Mean 6,34 7,70 12,26 8,77 21,39 20,25 19,06 20,24 13,58 11,74 9,5 11,5
Min 4,14 591 6,55 593 19,3918,2815,7819,19 119 92 79 104
Max 8,63 10,89 17,72 11,42 23,31 21,74 23,45 22,34 14,2 13,4 12,7 134
SD 1,62 1,65 3,68 1,85 1,23 0,99 2,40 1,04 092 1,46 1,45 0,9
cv 25,6 21,4 29,2 21,1 57 49 12,6 51 6,7 12,4 153 7,6

OT ocobeHo 3HayeHMe B x04a Ha CEnekUMOHHMS npouec e 6bp3ata 1 To4Ha OLEeHKa
Ka4yeCTBOTO Ha dypaxa 1 cb3gaBaHe Ha CenekUMOHHU hOPMU C MOBULLIEHA XpaHWUTENHa
cToriHocT. OCHOBEH KpUTEPUI, OCHLLECTBIM HOBOCT B OLIEHKaTa 1 Ka4eCcTBOTO Ha dhypaxa
npes nNocrneaHoTo ABaAeceTneTne e in vitro cmnunaemocTTa Ypes eH3numu, Nopaamn Toea, ve
ce xapaktepusupa ¢ 6bp3vHa, Bb3NPOM3BOAUMOCT, YHACNEAAeMOCT, Manbk pasmep Ha
npo6ara v AnpeKTHa Kopenaums CbC CMUnaemocTTa in vivo npuw xueotHute (Fahey&Hussein
1999). ObxBaTa Ha BapupaHe Ha in vitro cmunaemoctTa obukHoseHo e 100 g kg ' cyxo
BellecTBo. Cenekums 3a NOBMLLEHO CbObPXaHWEe Ha NPOTEWH BOAM A0 NOBMLLEHA in Vitro
cMunaemocT. JbArocpovHUTE CenekLMOHHM NporpaMm 3a nosuLlaBaHe CbabpXaHNeTo Ha
NpPOTEMH Ce cbyeTaBaT C MOHWXeHne cbabpxaHueto Ha KOB (nurHouenynosa).
KomMBuHMpaHu Te3n reHeTuYHW NpoMeHU nosuwasaTt cmunaemoctTa ¢ 16 g kg’ (2,1 %).
[lokasaHo e, Yye reHeTUYHUTE NPOMEHM B in Vitro CMUNaemMocTTa ce ObIKaT Ha FreHETUYHN
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npomMeHun B pa3sntmeto. CMmnnaemoctta Ha nponeTHuTe opmu ypakeH rpax e BUCOKa
BbB BCUYKM (pa3n Ha passuTue n Bapupa crnabo CV: ot 3 0o 5,4 % (dur. 1). Bucoka e BbB
¢asa Ha ByToHmzauusa — mexay 73,7 n 80,12 %, kaTo MakcMManHa CTOMHOCT ce oThens3Bsa
npu copT “Muwen” 80,12 % (paHr 1), a BbB hasa obpa3dyBaHe Ha MbINHW JonHW 6o6oBe —
mexay 73,44 v 83,80 %. Hali-Bucoka e cmunaemocTTa 3a BCUYKM MMHUU U COPTOBE BbB
¢asa ob6pasyBaHe Ha NbrHU JonHWM 6060Be — cpeaHa cToOMHOCT 78, 32 %, KaTo BapMpaHeTo
B Tasu pasa e Hawm-ronsmo. CpegHata cMmunaemocT npes3 BeretauusaTa 3a NUHUUTE U
copToBeTe e 77,70 %. C Hai-BMCOKa cpedHa CMUITaeMocCT ce oTnm4yasa copT “Muwen”
80,12 % (paHr 1) c 4,3 % no-Bucoka ot ctaHgapTHusa copT “MneseH 4” n ¢ 3,1 % no-
BMCOKa OT CpefHara 3a BCUYKM NMHUK 1 COPTOBE, crieasaH oT nuHunte L5 79,92 % (paHr
2)nL6 78,91 % (paHr 3). CtangapTtHuaT copT “INneBeH 4” 3aema paHr 6 — cpefHa CTOMHOCT
76,80 %. CMynnaemMocTTa Ha U3NTBaHWUTE NMMHUN U COPTOBE MPONETHU hOpMU rpax € no-
BMCOKa OT yCTaHOBEHaTa 3a OCeMTe YKPanHCKM copTa, KOMTO ca CbC CpegHa CMUNaeMocT
72,7 % (68,35 — 76,30 %) (Naydenova et al. 2008 a).

Ta6nuua 3. lNMpoTenHoBa xpaHUTeNHa CTOMHOCT Ha JIMHUKU 1 COPTOBE NPOETEH
dypaxeH rpax KCO 2008-2009 r., 1.Pa3a 6yToHn3auus;
2.daza macos ubdTex; 3.0a3a obpasyBaHe
Ha MbNHW gonHu 6o6ose, g kg"1 CyXO BeLLeCTBO
Table 3. Protein feeding value of forage pea, spring form lines and varieties,
competitive variety trial 2008-2009, 1. budding stage; 2. flowering stage;
3. full pod formation stage, g kg'1 dry matter

JInHns

Line PBD/TDP PDIN PDIE

Copr

Variety | 1 [ 2 ] 3 [Mean|R] 1 [ 2 [ 3 [Mean|R] 1 | 2 | 3 [Mean|R

Plevend4 201 187 128 172 3 155 146 108 136 3 116 11 102 110
Michel 198 246 102 173 153 186 90 137 117 125 100 114
L4 204 181 94 160 157 142 85 128 118 112 92 107
LS 190 254 100 180 148 187 90 142 113 128 100 114
L6 208 198 105 170 160 154 93 136 118 116 98 111
L8 160 172 126 153 129 136 107 124 105 110 102 106
L9 224 178 110 170 170 140 96 135 120 111 100 110
L10 165 144 108 140 132 118 95 115 107 104 96 102
Mean 194 195 109 165 150 151 96 136 114 114 100 109
Min 160 144 94 140 129 118 85 115 105 104 92 102
Max 224 246 128 180 160 187 108 172 120 128 102 114
SD 21 37 12 13 14 24 8 17 55 8 48 4
Ccv 1 19 N1 8 9 16 8 12 48 7 5 4
PBD/TDP - (Protein brute digestible/Total digestible protein)
— 06w cMunaem npoTeuH, g kg™ DM; R-Rang

MNP, =20N
OOINPRA=20N
COONW=_201= b

OueHkaTa Ha XxpaHuUTenHaTta CTOMHOCT Ha (pypaxa Bb3 OCHOBA Ha XMMUYECKNS CbCTaB
W eH3MMHaTa in vitro CMMNaeMocCT € NOAXOASILL, METOZ 3a OLeHKa Ka4eCTBOTO Ha dypax OT
CernekuMOoHHN Martepuanu, KoraTo He e Bb3MOXHO Aa Cce u3Beaart in vivo onuTu no
cmunaemocT ¢ xmBOTHU (Fahey&Hussein 1999). ®ypaxHuaT rpax kato 3bpHeHO-6000Ba
KynTypa ce OoTnu4yaBa C BMCOKa MPOTEMHOBA XpaHUTENHa CTOMHOCT Nopaau BUCOKOTO CU
CbAbpXXaHne Ha cMunaem NPOTEUH B 3eneHaTa Maca v BUCOKOTO CbAbpXaHne Ha NPOTEnH
B 3bpHOTO (Kirilov, 2000). CbabpxaHuneTo Ha 06w, cmunaem npotenH TDP/PBD B xoaa Ha
BereTaLMoHHMs npouec Bapupa oT 94 no 246 g kg ' (cpegHa ctorHocT 165 g kg '); PDIN:
85 - 187 g kg ' (cpenHa ctonHocT 136 g kg ') n PDIE: 92 — 128 g kg ' (cpeaHa cTonMHOCT
109 g kg ') (Tabn. 3). MoTeHunanHaTa NPOTENHOBA XPaHUTENHOCT € Han-BMcokKa 3a L5
(panr 1): PBD/TDP 180; PDIN 142; PDIE 114g kg™ u 3a HoBusi copT “Muwen”: PDIE 114
(cvoTBeTcTBaw, Ha paHr 1); PBD/TDP 173; PDIN 137 g kg (paHr 2), cnegaHu ot
ctaHgapTHus copt “fNMneBeH 4” n nuHns L6. C Hal-BMCOKa NOTeHUManHa eHeprumnHa
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XpaHuTenHocT ca nuuHua L5 (panr 1): UFL-UFV 0,938-0,862; FUM-FUG 0,778 - 0,704 n
copT “Muwen” (paHr 2): UFL-UFV 0,930 — 0,853, a copTt “lNneBeH 4” e ¢ paHr 3: UFL—
UFV 0,894 — 0,852 (Tabn. 4). JluHuga L5 (paHr 1) e Han-BUCOKO XpaHWUTENHa npu oLeHKa Ha
eHepruiHata CTOMHOCT M MO TpUTEe CUCTEMU, KakTo U copT “Mwuwen”, koeTo foka3Ba
cTabunHOCTTa Ha oueHKaTa No XpaHuTenHa CTOMHOCT. Han-Bucoka e eHepruiiHaTta
XPaHUTENHOCT BbB hasa obpasyBaHe Ha MbNHWM AonHu 6o06oBe (Pur. 1).

Tabnuua 4. EHepruinHa xpaHutenHa CTOMHOCT Ha NMHUM U COPTOBE MporneTeH
dypaxxeH rpax KCO 2008-2009 r., cpeoHo OT LWeCT 0TKoca, Tpu hasun Ha pa3BuTune
Table 4. Energy feeding value of forage pea, spring form lines and varieties,
competitive variety trial 2008-2009, averaged from six harvests, three vegetative stages

JInHusA
Line PaHr KEM-KEP PaHr PaHnr
Copt UFL-UFV Rank | FUM-FUG | Rang VEM-VEVE | Rank
Variety
Pleven4 0,894 0,852 3 0,741 0,662 6 1021 2074 5
Michel 0,930 0,853 2 0,772 0,696 2 1054 2124 2
L4 0,896 0,814 6 0,743 0,665 5 1017 2066 6
L5 0,938 0,862 1 0,778 0,704 1 1058 2129 1
L6 0,910 0,826 5 0,770 0,678 3 1033 2091 4
L8 0,883 0,814 7 0,732 0,653 8 998 2037 8
L9 0,912 0,832 4 0,756 0,680 4 1034 2094 3
L10 0,884 0,804 8 0,773 0,656 7 999 2038 7
Mean 0,906 0,832 0,753 0,674 1027 2082
Min 0,883 0,814 0,732 0,653 998 1358
Max 0,938 0,862 0,778 0,704 1058 2129
SD 0,020 0,021 0,018 0,018 22 35
CcV 2,2 2,6 2,4 2,8 2,2 1,7

Ta6nuua 5. CpeHM CTOMHOCTU U paHr Ha CbCTaBa, CbAbPXaAHWETO Ha CTPYKTYPHMU
BNaKHWHHW KOMMOHEHTN U CMUNIAEMOCTTa Ha NTIMHWUMN N COPTOBE
nponeteH dypaxeH rpax KCO 2008-2009 r., % cyxo BeLlecTBo

Table 5. Mean values and rank of parameters of principal composition, structural

fiber component contents and digestibility of forage pea, spring form lines
and varieties, competitive variety trial 2008-2009, % dry matter

TTnHnsa CMCB Aritme
Line cn CB HOB KOB Kon o tic
copr | cP |R| cF |R|nDF| R |aDF| R |aDL| R ”Em"/l’t[r)" R rang | R
Variety sum
Plevend 21,24 4 1945 7 3262 5 26,72 8 438 8 7680 6 38 7
Michel 24,87 1 16,22 2 31,38 1 2281 1 362 2 80,12 1 8 1
L4 21,25 3 1715 4 32,44 3 2297 3 372 4 7714 4 21 3
L5 19,30 6 1579 1 3398 6 2286 2 3,18 1 7992 2 18 2
L6 2338 2 16,57 3 3249 4 2452 7 382 7 7891 3 26 4
L8 18,85 7 19,52 8 31,51 2 2391 4 377 5 7622 7 33 5
L9 19,88 5 18,05 5 3503 8 2409 5 377 6 7682 5 34 6
L10 17,85 8 1862 6 3461 7 2428 6 371 3 7584 8 38 8
Mean 20,82 17,67 33,00 24,02 3,74 77,70
Min 17,85 15,79 31,38 22,81 3,48 75,84
Max 24,87 19,52 35,03 26,72 4,38 80,12
SD 2,37 1,45 1,38 1,28 0,33 1,70
Ccv 11,4 8,2 4,2 5,3 8,7 2,2

CIn/CP-Cypos npotenH/Crude protein; CB/CF-Cyposu BnakHuHu/Crude fiber;

HAB/NDF — HeytpanHo-aetepreHTHu BnakHuHu/Neutral-detergent fiber;

KOB/ADF — KucunuHHo-getepreHTHU BrnakHuHW/Acid-detergent fiber;

KON/ADL — KucenuHHo-aetepreHTeH nurHuH/Acid-detergent lignin; % dry matter;
CmCB/IVDMD- CmunaemocT Ha cyxo BellecTtso/In vitro dry matter digestibility; %; R — Rang
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Mpu oueHka Ha cpeaHUTEe CTOMHOCTM Ha NabopaTopHO aHanNM3npaHUTe 1 onpeaeneHn
nokasarenu Ha kKa4yecTBoTo Ha ypaxa CI1, CB, HOB, KOB, KO4J1 u in vitro cmunaemocTTa,
paHryBaHeTo MM 1 OLleHKa Ha apuUTMeTMYHaTa Cyma OT PaHrOBETE MM, CE OT/M4YaBa CopTbT
“Muwen”, cneasaH ot nuHum L5, L4 n L6, nokato ctaHaaptHus copT “MNneBeH 4” 3aema
paHr 7 (Tabn. 5).

n3soaun

WacnenBaHuTe nponeTHu chopMm doypakeH rpax noka3saT BUCOKO Ka4eCTBO Ha chypaxa
— BWCOKO CbAbpXXaHue Ha cypoB npoTenH 18-25 %; HUCKO CbAbpXaHWe Ha BNakHWHHU
KOMMOHEHTU - CypOBW BnakHuHu 16-19,5 %; HeytpanHo-getepreHTHn BnakHnHn 31-35 %;
KucenuHHo-getepreHTHY BnakHuHm 22,8-28,7 % 1 BUCOKa CMUMAeMOCT Ha CyXOTO BELLIECTBO
Ha cpypaxa 75,84-80,12 %.

MpencraBeHuTe NnabopaTopHM NoKa3aTenu 3a Ka4eCTBOTO Ha dypax moraT Aa cnyxart
KaTo CEeNneKkLMOHHW KpUTEepuUn, Kato Han-4obpu oT Tax ca cypoBuaTt npotenH CV: 11,4 % u
KucenvHHo-getepreHTHUS nurHud CV: 8,7 %.

Copt “Muwen” gemMoHCTpMpa BUCOKO Ka4eCTBO Ha doypaa Nno BCUYKM OLIEHSIBaHM
rnokasaTenu Ha cbCTaBa, CMUIIAaeMOoCTTa U XpaHuTenHaTa CTOMHOCT Ha dypaxa.

lMepcneKkTMBHU NMHUK C BUCOKO Ka4ecTBO Ha dypaxa ca nuHuute L4, L5 n L6, komTo
MoraT Aa ce U3nonasaTt B HanpaBsreHue 3a 3eneH ypax KaTto JOHOPM MO nokasarenure
Ha Ka4yeCTBO Ha (ypaka 3a BKNtoYBaHe B XMOpWAM3aLMoHHa nporpama.
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